
" ,icnkilts, wl',jch comply with p"io]' edition" of this code need not be

" " ,Ii cr'l tocil'l.J,L ) 0d]tion~ IBck to tl10 6'i; Edition, published in 1960, The I)rh

,h<" '-'od,,' esoentiall.\ rE'quired existing installations to bE' modified

to comp]\ v. itb the standards in the 1960 edition. Additionally, the Rule

OJ 8B.l "fth", rUITent NESC states: "\Vhere an existing installation meets. or

is altered to meet. these rules. such installation is considered to be in

compliance with this edition and is not required to comply with any previous

edition." Together, this means that if a facility is in compliance with the

rules that existed at the time the attachment was made or if that facility is in

c<>mpliancE' with thE' current edition of the Code, it is not a violation.

54. The NESC Handbook confirms this:

Rule OI3.B.l now reflects that the latest edition contains
the best knowledge of appropriate requirements. If an
installation meets the present requirements, it is
acceptable regardle::;s of what provi::;ions may have been in
effect at the time of it::; construction. Thus when work on
an exi::;ting structure is completed, it may meet the current
edition requirements or those of a previous applicable
edition.

55. Mr. Buie relies on these fundamental misconceptions in

Paragraphs 70.71 and 72 of his Declaration to E'ffect further di::;tortion::; to

the Code. He states that Rule 2:35c2billial exception 1 is not a hasic provision

of tlH" codE'. As shov.n above. the NESC says exceptions have the same force

and dleet as the rule to which it applies. H,·re is a list of a few. but not i1ll. of



illu"tl'ates a mis:ifJplintion of Rule OB.B.I.

• In p:c,rngr:1ph .Pi i:". HtYli:ointlTpretation ufNESC rule 015.D.

• In par::,graph 78 of hi" declaration find8 fault with my example

pole :3:H of circuit V210. However, if we compare the lfSS

inspection work sheet for this pole in Harrelson exhibit 12 to the

photograph in Buie exhibit G, the photograph does not match

USS's work sheet or Mr. Buie's description. USS identified one

violation, namely 34 inches between neutral and cable.

• In paragn1ph go. Mr. Rllie stated thnt poles 604 ancl608 of

circuit V620 had secondary cables going up the poles rather than

primary (high voltage) cables. He goes on to say photographs of

the poles are in attachment H. The photos in his attachment H

shown no risers at all but rather a street light close to cable.

Many Plant Configurations That EAl Terms ''Violations''
Are Not

56. Another major factor in this dispute has been EArs insistence to

call things "\iolations" that arc not violations at all. On some of these,

Arkansas op"rators ,m" willing to aecommorlate EAI and hring their facilities

into compliance with some of Entergy's preferred standards. These

;.t:1ndanls at'(" tilt, ,",lIch thing" as bonding to ever'y pole. placing separate



Al'kal1~;'i" is to c;lll items like tIJl':-E' a,s well as other items like joint anchors

and the 30 inch to neutl"<ll at-1Jole :,eparation l'<'quirement violations 1\ hen

the} eire not. Stated another way, Entergy is classii)-ing any cable facility

that doc's not correspond with its own land in most cases incorrect)

assessment as violations by cable operators. while overlooking its own

violations and those of other parties. Among other things, this creates the

mis-impression that cable is responsible for tens ofthousands violations and

that nobody else---particularly EAI itself-has created violations. It is a

simple formula. If cable has created the violations. it must pay t.o correct.

them. But I do not believe that this accurately reflects either Arkansas field

conditions, or the truth behind EArs inspection program-that. cable

operators need to be singled out because oftheir poor safety records. !fEArs

dominant concern is plant. safet.y other than, say, seeking others to pay for its

inspection programs and plant correction, then it would do well to look at its

own plant.. In fact, EArs own plant has what I would estimate tens of

thousands of critical violations th:Jt are far too numerous to catalogue here.

The phot.o appearing below is but one example.



Th I;;' phOtflgT8 ph, \ddeh \\ :1'") taken at th(, dire-chon of COffi('ast's Marc Billingsley,
,-l-HJ\\,;'; H hoi EA.] electric service 1.\ i ng on the grouIlIl of SOlIle woods near a

H""idential area in Little Rock. Tbis haz:1rd "as initially reported to EAI by USS
I1_; cini-~· j Ls '":.:Xfl't)- d udit." (\'.inClbt ;Ij::-;(;I)\ ,_~rcd it during a follo\\ 11 p engineering' trip
I., Ib~ pule. Identltied by I ;~S. f,llt,"r,g\·,tdl had nol reattached it to the pole as of
,JUlie ·~.~()O;-) t\ hot \Vll'e on tht, gruund j;-:' d ::"-t'rlOll" hazard t.o the public. This
i j I'.';-,·CraLe;:;, ;t m~:tl\)l' (J,::~ar disconnr'ct b~t\\t~t'n EA [',-; dailued t'~lnphasis on safety and
ii,..:., L!'lli.ihlf' r('t'pqn;_~( depHrtn1f·nt

Not Bonding To Ever'Y Ground Is Not A Violation

\ .~ : 1- I • :-i (, ;", j !_, ;



NESC. _-~CT '\ jiH'mlwni do nut 110\\ object to bonding messeugE-J wil'es to

unreasonable [0 call missing bond connections violations and d:cmgerous, It

is ",!so LlJU',oa,:orlhbJe to "!J"r,,cterizE' this condition and many other non­

violation" as justification for an unjust, disruptive and expensive audit,

permit tieE-ze, and hostility toward cable, I would also note that where the

electric company's neutral wire is not adequate or properly maintained that

this code requirement can ca use the cable strand to become the power

company's neutral and present serious hazards,

Separations From Electric Facilities

fiS, The table operator" participating in this case have not

contended that EAI should be allowed to design only to the basic provisions of

the NESC. They have simply asked EAI that a few NESC provisions specific

to communications including the specific rules governing separations between

power and communications facilities at the pole, as well as in the spans

between the poles, he accepted on poles where EAI does not have adequate

spacp for EArs greater rpquirempnts, While EAI uses some, they do not use

all of these NESC basic provisions.

fig, For example. EAI accepts 12-inch separation from 120-volt

(]l-ctri, k"d~ going into "tred lights, EAt \\ill not accept 30 inches

st'paration from the electric neutral wire at 0 volts. It requires 40 inches, tht'



6':. II) c,dditioil. EAT did :l,;ree tovsc Home of these NESe rules for

'"jYl:,1 , ,-.·],nion," <'tr,d ()l1 " ("1:'8-ly\'-,-,,,,e ba,,"". but onl~' with Cl PE certification.

Iilmi':alh. tomp NESC basic j)J'ovi",iol1s for E:mploY'3e safety have bEen

'J';c1'!o,-,kec! by EAI ,md USB. a:- well a,s :,ome ofEAl's design E',pecification3

"hich exc(Ced NESC. Examples of these include the NESC requirement 01'20

il)(h separation bet\\een a non-gronnded light bracket and communications,

and the EAI design specifications that all light brackets be grounded.

Another hazardous EAI practice which violates EAr standards and the NESC

is connecting neutral conductors from lights and other equipment directly to

polfe' ground wires and even using neutral conductors to first "ground" light

hrRckds and then connect to pole grounds. The two photographs below are

two wry good examples of this problem.



iill' photo_ II hieh I took_ dl')W" " ",tred light which K\/ could readily h",-e in~tallerl

lt1 co)mplwnce "ith the NP;SC but the white kad from th•., light I Arrow #11 runs
do" nih.. pole until it almost IOllCh"s the cable tv :ltblchment I Arrow #21 and does
Lu!wh Lhl;"" ·__ ;jhkC b,jnd \vjrp I AJTO\\ #:) l, T'Jli.:Jl this \\ hit(- strf'et Jight lead g(n:~~ back up
:ind t.l)nn('ct~ to t.h~ EA.l pole ~~Tl)llnd ';\ire i'.i\rrow #-1;. EA[ has creatfori three
"jnIHr.iI.Hl:-:' ht:-re, Fin:.;t, :-.;treellil::dll leadi:< Jl111St bt:, 12" aho\'e CATV. St"'cond, thf~ \vhite
iHutT:tl1o:-.':ld mu::::t el)nneel: lO a l}l--'utral \:dndllctor ,win:·; not a pole ground \\:ire.
1".1: i I'd t-rJ"-:- :~!Tt't'~t J if{ht b":.l.(·l,t:"l nlu~t 1::11:' ~Toundt:'(L or. thp bracket i11U.-.;t h(~ 20 inchf."s
i"r,}ln (,;ibl<:" EAL-s contr:1ctUl" tiSS, whJch in':-;pl:"cted thi~ pole has seldoIll noted a
;~lT(~(~t li~"Yht':(l'(nllldin,['- v!G!;-tLion ;Cll1d Jle\~r noted ;-111 in('orre(~t1:v connf-'ctf'd nf,;utrnl.
'J'i1i<~':' iilUli{ I"IL) ;"j'ILitiIHl.'":l nfc!it.- h:t~i,_ j.Jl'{)\'isiun;:; utiLe NESC cr(~at(~ rt-'al hazards

,··,fj;rnUrJl'::II!,)lL-: \\qrk,:-,.t';-; :111,j l:'l(~(:t".ri(· '\,)rk.~'r~~llike :H1d :lre the I"i.~spon,sibjlity()f
I !:,., ~It:"(:ll'i\ con'!;:Hi\" I,) (_~l)(Tt'I.·l ,l:Wk:.-"IH'dlt', \f{. \: Fir-:.:t St.



fhi., ph'lt'l which I took. "how- " stre"tlight plac,.d much too dose to cable I Arrow
#1, On" hut wine lead, ]20 v.I hangs clown alongside the pole (Arrow #2), The
n,'utnd \vire tl)}" the light is (x)nn<:,('ted to the pole ground at the saIne lt~vel a8 the
'_~i_bli-_' tt"lt:'\i~i\).n atLh:hnl(:~JlL The bracket i,:; 1101:. grounded iAITO\V #:3L There are four
,.I."niticlmt bAI ,'iolations at thL' location: Il( the street light leads are less than 12
"'elle.- to cable: 121 the bracket is grounded and is less than 20 inches to cable; 1:,1
I hI:· n.-:>utr::d is C(iOIlf'Cr,ed to pole ground: ;41 the long. l10t \ivirp is not secured to the
p"I,- Ln,·,ilinn: Little Rock M;;blevalE- Pjk~.

Not Having 12 Inches Of Separation Between
Communications Facilities Is Not A Violation



, .~, ·t:~,

..:' l

2:j!5H.1. The spacing between messengers !:,-hould (my emphasis)
be not less than BOmm 112 in) except by agTeement between the
parties involved.

235H.2 The clearances between the conductors, cables, and
equipment of one communication utility to those of another,
anywhere in the span. shall be not less than 100mm (4 in),
except by agreement between the parties involved.

6')
'J. This is an important point because Entergy and USS have

treated less than 12 inches of separation between communications cables as

violation::; and have cited them for thou::;ands ofthese items. The 12-inch

"landaI'd c,",dainly lIas not an NESC violation jJl'iur to 2002. Moreover. the

wonb that the 2002 Code adopts are normative ("should") and not mandatory

(""hall'" 01' "will'"l The standard set forth in Section 235H.2. however. is

manoatory ,"sha1l") but was only adopted in 2002. In fact. no specific

"eparation in the span ,i.e.. in the lines betwe,:n the pole,s. as opposed to at

tlw pole:-! ",t nll wns I'equin·r! bv the NESC until the 2002 eoition. This

lilc<Uk that it the facility \Va" JIlstalled before 2002 and there was less than

[(lUI' inche"' 01 "p'lIl clearance. tben that bciJity' 1.- compliant. Equally



',IhE' I', L~E'. Thjp (nti re".-'ue ',f separations between communication cables is

llh-'rt:~ ahour liniitingo

d8F):-'lr~,'e tCI t<-ihics. than 3ddrefising concerns for \yorker

or public 2atet\.

Entergy Is Not Complying With Its Own Standards

64. Despite the siglllficant misgivings I have about a number of

<1.'"',sutions that Entergy has made in connection with this dispute. I would not

be surprised if Entergy's basic standards for overhead line construction were

good and reasonable, I am quite familiar with standards like these, and I

have seen excerpts of Entergy's that are attached to some agreements. But I

have not seen a complete set.

61) Pole owners including EAI usually (and should) have standards

which first assure compliance with all applicable NESC rules,

66. The NESC is not a specifications manual or a design standard,

nor' should it be. Company specific manuals specify many details including

materials to be L1sed such as wood, steel or concrete poles, fiberglass, wood or

steel crossat'ms. porcelain or polymer insulators and thousands of other

details which are options in the NESC so long as the materials meet basic

code requirements. The NESC dE-tails what is to be accomplished with

respect to safety.

6'1. .\bnuals do not include eVE-ry combination of facility which

"'ventually gets installed on a pole. Manuals specify the spacing to be used on

!'e!:iti""ly dean poles b:-; thE- Llpe of draviings with dimensions. No manual



,'drunpl" tu j'equinc, tlwc'h(dtef'L [l"lp, for (:,,'ample, that ,vould mept the NESC

""',J':,:rc'nltnrs of \\ hat is pl:'lct'c1 on the pulp initiaJly, Good practice is to place

[,,]1 "nollgh pole" to allow fel!' mldition of electric facilities and

COjJnliunicatjon~f:~~cjljties 0\,(-:>1" a period ofye'Jrt::.

68, As long as the pole owner complies initially with the NESC and

its OlIn stand"rds, the communications attache]'s can and should comply with

owner standards and the NESC, As the pole fills up over time with

additional facilities, the NESC and common sense come into play, Neither

owner nor attacher should keep adding facilities to a pole until it violates the

NESC, but it is inefficient, not necessary for safety and financially

iJresponsible to replace a pole ifthe existing pole complies with the NESC,

69, Over the last several months I am aware that certain Arkansas

operators have requested EAI to provide a complete copy of its design and

construction standards, While Entergy agreed to provide them, they did not

ultimately do so, This is a problem for a number of reasons.

70, First, it is impossible to engineer, build and maintain facilities

in compliance with Entergy's standards if the attaching parties do not know

what those stclI1dards are, This has been a particularly acute problem

because the ultimate arbiter on these standards has not proven to be EAI,

but its (:ontr[lctnr T'88, As others olscnss, it is not unusual for an EAI

representative like Brad Welch to agree to one set of engineering solutions

and fell' a cabk operator to 1Il;"ke plans to comply with that, only to be

---------------'--'-'"



• 1. indicared previcmsly, I am very familiar with these kinds of

"!i,c,i ';,"ering guide1 iIles. But ,oeftel' nc"arJy two years and innumerable visits to

the field in Arkansas, there is no question that the condition of Entergy's own

aerial plant shows the need for seriolls system-wide training and correction.

The EAI joint· use specifications that I have seen are generally well-defined,

and except where I have noted otherwise, reasonable for new Entergy pole

in~tn118tions. If Entergy were to foHow those specifications when it installs

its facilitit'S, then we would have many fewer problems in Arkansas, But this

i~ a hig "if" The following medley of photos and descriptions makes this

poi nt very strongly.

'i'



I'hi" L'i " polE- that Cox ;bk"d 1<:nter1,,'Y to replace tor its upgTad(" in Malvern. 1t is a
brand n,ow pok so EAT v. 8" starting with a dean slate. The first problc;m is that
EAr ha" installed the riser conduits poody (Arrow #ll. The black cables visible in
d~t:· ph()LU,~ :iJ'e hot t.:'kctrjc (;"1hle,'~ leading fron1 a LranHfdrIllel' at the top of the pole to
;-lil ulldergrnund f'I<!ctric ~,t-nl(:e in~talb.tion I A1TO\\,- #'21, The top of the contluit
'.Arrow #;1 ( is about two or I:hr<'(· inches from Cox·, cable TV facility (Arrow #4 i. The
rL-iIlgling Wll'P \7i~ibJe abilut a t()ot to the lett of tht-? pule ~ Arrow #5) is one of Cox's
\~IJ~t(jmer :-:::FI\'ice drops j,h;it Entergy dirl not r("-connect after it repJ::lced the pole and
look the !ib,~~rt.\ to transtf=.r ('ox f'.lCilities. Anotht-r rnajor problenl i:::: that this is a
d«,dl·ml p"le. Ih;,It EA,T did no1. ?UV. ,\lI dE-ad-c,,,1 poles must h;we guys tl) IJalance
k;:_td l(~n~~i;H}.

._------~-----_.- .._. __ ..-._--



\. t,~ ,'1'::'.11' lr{)lll this photo ofthl':" ,·:<nne pole de-picted in the previous photo tht're is no

~TU:\ ;Iud LIlt·, pol.· i::; already h=-aning. This situation vvill get won~e over tiIlle.Lines
n.,! il '- :'1.[;:', !.)Ot,',sihly creatin~ .. hazard.':' with traffic heneath the span. The pole could
,~\ !j\ l.i,.lI h 1:.dJ dl)\,/il.



•
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Th is new pole (Arrow #11 and high voltage primary cable riser (Arrow #2) was
installed by EAl. The riser pipe (Arrow #3) stopped below cable (Arrow #4), not 40
inches above as EAI insists is their mandatory standard. The electric cable then
flared out from the riser, completPly surrounding the cable TV facility (Arrow #4),
Comcast ultimately was able to extricate its facilities, but only by cutting them
down - a very expensive and wasteful operation that could have been avoided ifEAI
had ~ollght to notify attachers of this new installation and coordinate the project.
Tbis photu was taken at the direction of Marc Billingsley of Comcast.

l,J



n,,·,~ ph"tograph, were ktken at the din'Ction of .JpffGould of Cox in that
c"lllpHny > nu::;~e1vilJe fiysteDl. Hl~n'. the po\ver cOlllpany v(~ry recently has i 1)
Inqalled n·~\v pole...:..;: 12) put up three ~tt:"P voltage regulators. and i:3J put the

;'uhu;j' t:Hik;c intu diri~d- l,)jnt.-ld \\jth lhe prt:' ·,:~xibting (:dlllll1Unications Jines. The
"U!I1I1lUlll(";.1L!Ofl,:-:- c:-ihk n(·':.'IJ' th.? lfJp of the long l'eguiat1YJ' tanks J~much Ip.s:-:< rhaD 40
il)cht",,::-: to tllf:-' t·:XjJo;_...~~d high-vulta,c't- \yjn~~ :uld connections on top of the regulator
\_-~; UK,"7'- ,i 11(1 ~\ Jt h i n !;-;-iSy It-:1·Jl ,)f \\ "d\..ers :-:\ uti ;j uddi>n de;ith. fn ;:tddition. th•.~ neutral
(h;'lt ncc{)fdin£'. tlj EAr lllu;;;t in ;"dJ ,'a_~f'~ [.h:' ·10 indks ohuh,' conlInunication~.EAJ
:If'f,u:11Iv i!):~t:.tlle.j St-\'t-<ntlhC't:,t h...fO!f,' ( 1)111IUUnicatit)Ds. But the communication;;.; Ijnp:3

1ft-' nnt «OlJl't'ct,(-'d to th~~:':;L' pIAE-'~ ;-lDd ;-11"1:-' 111ere-h- rubbing aEtain~t th(~",(--' reftuJator
!_'! '!l..;~. rbl;- i,,,: (,1,\ JI:IU-- rn"I~1 thr c '!_<.;;:! pIIUUI.



nUf\ I'tW[<l \I;~t" I,ahen 'll the d,n,ctlon 'A Cox',,, ,Jeff Gould.
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This photo depicts a typical EAl configuration in Arkansas. Not only has the power
company installed the electric riser and cond uit literally on top of the cable
television facilities (Arrow #1 I. but the riser is too short I Arrow #2 I, creating
multiple violations of the electric-to-communications clearance standards of the
NESC. Note also the "fly-away" appearance of the riser conduit. These electric
cables abuve the riser pipes, which pin cable television poles and preventing CATV
wurkt't's from accessing facilities without touching power, should be corrected
immediately hy EAr. This photo was taken at the direction of Marc Billingsley of
Con1cast.
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1'10 1.- plw(""nph F bleh ,\ ;IS t;:, ken at the dire';l;on of Marc Billingsley of Comcast.
:,j",\\;-; ,Ii -~ld prLJ/;__d) Ii i1(..'" IUlngj n.~.r (hl\v II u\l'ro\Y # J ) frOll1 the top of high-yoltage
11'/\\('1 dj~r,rihulioJ1 pul(~~ nl::~ar ~iU ah:-Indoned bicycle factory at 6:301 Patterson Road
IL LiLt.!C' E{ock. J'ht., jJO\VE-1" lines. e\en though apparentl}' de-activated, create a
tLuU::-(-:-fOll."- :::",itwi.tjon bf'cause tht:',v toudJ t:h(~ cable tf'levi8ion support strand and the)'
(j,'.i:,.:_ 11.;.-,,-· n J.:\t I.') the ;;:round. Tll" \\.nd·: ruL~) uftht.:' NESC apply to electric workers
:-\I'j(l (';JtIJjJllIlIc~t..!nll:-:: "-OJ-kel·~. fjl~;\ ljt. nell penniL \\Urker8 to treat such lines as
,l ..HI unk'~':-:- U1f.\ :d."'-" di:;:,u,nnected lrLJlfl lhl~' ;:,ourCl-', tf:';~ted for '.:.i.bsence I){ voltage ;lnd

jjijjd'=,d. Vucl,ht::-r N]:<~;:~~' cult-' 21~:.LL_)_ ;,i,dlk~ Lb;--l.t lines perrnanentl:v 3bandoflt·d

I; ::tJJ hi 1'1:' 111'.J\ t,·, I (If JndJnu-d ned in ;t ~.;iff: (·ond itiuj). These abandoned Jines ereaLe
"I,·l'b'L!'", h;'i?H·r'I:~ fCd \Vurkt~I"~ ;,Ind UH~ p1d,lil'.



Thj~, phot" \\ 11i"h [ took~ "huws :J [lolt~ :Jt the left where there is a n"w un'1ergroutleJ
,~Iedli" ,er" ice ri,ser. with the rioN pIp'" ,;copp"d about 4 inches above the cable
Ixh',;"i,m f:1cil;ti"" i Arn,w #:li. EAr could have ea,;ily installed thi,; service riser to a
pi )f"( dhi:;\> thi'- nf,:,utnd \\ ir.:'. \yhich \vould DH:'et the N'ESC 1-0" requiren1l::'nt. I \\C"i.S

jJJ't--:"Hll dUllng d lUaKt:, 1'1::1(1.\- fl{-:,id Jn~t:'t1l1g beid un i\Jarcb 2~L 2005 to aceuUlrlllJdate

,( pr\:,jl.:'ct for :IOiJtlH:f cunH.nunic::ltion~compan:y in the art~a needing access to E,AI
Ihdi:.-;-=-- .\1: lb:it 1iH-'t:>Lirlg E_:\J ;:111d CBS told CorncHbt tbal tht:;'y \voulJ not t.~.xtend this
ri,':';t-1' :mrl would not d("Cept rt:~~pqi):~ibilit\ for fixing the violation that it created.
I_,iJ'.';:Jtic1fl "J:ick:-::,Ijl}\,illt,. Aft, 0:. Fir,.;.;.,t ;31',



Thi- !le\\ ,olr",,'t li,.:,ht illumimllPo the parking I<jt at the Comcast building in Little
f(uck, Tlwrp is ;u11plc' ,eparation hetw'eI"ll the light bracket and the communications
ill'/lp I.'-\rn)\\ #1; but :Ki\I 11:"1.6 bllih thi,,:, Jl('\\ Ught \vith pxces,.:.;ively l'Jng POWl:'l' I('ads

,\11'>1\ .;.;21. Il;_-l[jgin,~' du\\fj dO,";'!'::'1 11l;u! J::; incLt:-:s :Jbu\E' COll1111Unic::trJ1H16. Lncation:
LJitk Ruck Enm;-" Dr
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flU' PO\Vt'1 lilh",c.; in thi;~ photo. which 1 took. arE' along back lot lines between hOUSE';3.

I'hi, p<>\\"r dr<>jI ItJ'ip10x c"bl,o. :~40/1:!O volts (Arrow #111 has pulled loose from the
hUIJ'.;t'-' ;1ndi~ being h(~ld up by::-t Conlc;.1st drop wire to the saIne house. Good
"_'idHj'.lj'jj'.:-d:jun,. ':~YljJi'n:lt.iull :tndf;,-tlnlt:cs:....:help kt~ep [hc'se t.ype6 d1' problc-rn;::; fnnll

oldt inp ',jut lIJ C'_d/Ltd!. LOt'.'-,tJ.qn: ,hch.slJJl\iJle.AR,
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Thi" "hot". 1\ hich I. took.·;ho\n; :>nothu' EAr pole that apparently was broken by a
'chicle. EAr ti,'d Comcast's c:Jble. plu:; a big chunk ofth" poll' that it had :;awed off
from the old pole \\ilth a pieC1:- of ~"'('r;ip wire IArrovv #" II. COIncast discovered this
di.u'loE;3 nl,~_1kt::-n";__ld.\' ride··ouL tu ;-I~.~i."L anothf~r P;-1ct\ in ~'aininQ' ;H..·.:eB~ to Enterg)-'
pUJI";~ in JVL-tfCh 100fi, ThL-..: i::-: ;:1 good t:'xji.Jnple, and there arE' cuuntk,ss other ones,
wlwre EAl,imply did not inform cabk that it had ped,wmed work on the cable tv
Li\~illtie~. fhi:-:- '-:tHltjnue~ Vi h,,-, :, big' l-H'nt)It='n1. JJoc~tjon: ·J;icksonvHle IJwy 67/267,



This ph"tl), which I t.l(ik. ,:,11.)\v:;.; ;-i \I~r,\' kl\V electric :-'l:.rvice that is nnly 12 feet abuve
i /",. ,I red' ,\n'"w #/) NESC Hule :]:12 Table 232-1 requires it to be 16 feet. Unless it
b l'al'ed. Ie\ t'ntu:,II)" tall H"hiele will pull this hot elt'etric win· down. Loc",tion:
i ;11 dIe f{flck E I I ,c..;t :-Inrl .1.1 ,. H:-I\\kjn~ Sr.
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Thi" p"le ,\ hich i~ Ih,· .'-'OIl"!>, on,e :'.' the prior photo shows a G-foot length oft.he old
bn,Kf'n p'.1le. wirecllO the IW" pole by EA.lIArrow #11. You can see that the cable
"Olllp"nj ba.-; Ir:lnsl'"rred ib f"cilitv IArrow #21 from the old pole to the new pole, but
tJ);!1 I~~I(" t.1-'!(·r.djjjJlI~ d;lnp;,tny 1,-\lT~j\\ -#:-~! b;:iS not. COlllC:l::-t notified E..A1 ufthis hazard,
\\tUcfl .~.Ajil"II)SI iikt-:'Jy "rf:<:l.rf~d In cUf)r!uctlng an en1ergency repair to thf' pole- after a
\, I··hiej(- cdlli::-;i,/rl 1.\Jcltlon; Ljttl~ Hock E. II i St :u1d .J.L. Havvkin.s St.
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